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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application as presently amended and in light of the 
following discussion is respectfully requested. 

Claims 15-22 are pending in this case. Claims 15-22 are amended by the present 
amendment and add no new matter. For example, amended Claims 15-22 are supported at 
least by the specification at page 4, lines 6-9 and 16-22. 

In the outstanding Office Action, Claims 15-22 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) 
as anticipated by applicant's disclosure of known art (i.e. pages 1 and 2 of the present 
application). 

With regard to the rejection of Claims 15-22 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated 
by applicant's disclosure of known art, that rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Amended Claim 15 recites in part, "a last six symbols of the first part are each 
identical to each of respective last six symbols of the second part." 

The outstanding Office Action asserted that the A-FIELD at page 2, lines 21-23 of the 
present specification was "a first part" and the B-FIELD at page 2, lines 8-9 of the present 
specification was "a second part." 1 However, when comparing the twelve symbols in the A- 
FIELD at page 2, lines 21-23 of the present specification to the twelve symbols of the B- 
FIELD at page 2, lines 8-9 of the present specification, it can be seen that symbols SI to S4 
and S6 are identical, but symbols S5 and S7 to SI 2 are different. For example, the last 
symbol in the A-FIELD is -1+j and the corresponding last symbol of the B-FIELD is 1+j. In 
contrast, in the exemplary embodiment of the invention recited in Claim 15 shown at page 4, 
lines 16-22 of the present specification, the last six symbols S7 to SI 2 are identical in 
sequences S A and Sb- 



^ee the outstanding Office Action at page 2, line 20 to page 3 S line 8. 
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Thus, applicant's disclosure of known art does not teach "a last six symbols of the 
first part are each identical to each of respective last six symbols of the second part" as 
recited in amended Claim 15. Consequently, as applicant's disclosure of known art does not 
teach each and every element of Claim 15, Claim 15 is not anticipated by applicant's 
disclosure of known art and is patentable thereover. 

Amended Claims 16-22 also recite "a last six symbols of the first part are each 
identical to each of respective last six symbols of the second part." Accordingly, Claims 16- 
22 are patentable over applicant's disclosure of known art for at least the reasons described 
above with respect to Claim 15. 

Accordingly, the pending claims are believed to be in condition for formal allowance. 
An early and favorable action to that effect is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 



OBLON, SPIVAK, McCLELLAND, 
MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. 



Customer Number 



22850 




Registration No. 40,073 



Tel: (703)413-3000 
Fax: (703)413-2220 
(OSMMN 06/04) 



Edward Tracy 
Registration No. 47,998 



l:\ATTY\ET\282471 US\282471 US-AMD7.5.06.DOC 



11 



